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Attachment  A

Adjustments  to  Programming  in  RTIP  to  conform  with  adopted  City  CIP  budget

MPO  ID CIP  # Project  Title

SD153 S-00985 25th  Street  Renaissance

SD156 S-00922 34th  and  35th  at  Madison  Avenue  Improvements

SD92 S-00699 Azalea  Park Pedestrian  Improvements

SD218 S-11040 Bernardo  Trails  &  Pomerado  Traffic  Signal

SD183 n/a Division  St  -  Bryanview  to  61st  -  Reconstruction

SD207 S-11056 Fourth  Ave/Fifth  Ave  &  Nutmeg  Street  Ped  Crossing

SD206 S-11055 Fourth  Ave/Quince  Pedestrian  Crossing

SD215 S-12030 FY12  Asphalt  Overlay  Group  I

SD216 S-12031 FY12  Asphalt  Overlay  Group  II

SD217 S-11039 Grandee  Place  &  Pomerado  Traffic  Signal

SD212 S-11033 Holly  Drive

SD208 S-00602 Juan  Street  Reconstruction

SD137 S-00913 Palm  Avenue  Roadway  Improvements

SD205 S-11054 Park Blvd  &  Essex  Pedestrian  Crossing

SD213 S-00959 Ruffin  Road  Bikeway

SD211 L-00011 Safe  Routes  to  School

SD184 S-11028 Saturn  Boulevard  Westside

SD90 S-00905 SR163/Clairemont  Mesa  Blvd.  Interchange

SD219 S-10130 Stockton  Street  Lights



Attachment  B

Adjustments  to  City  of San  Diego  Audit  Schedule  A,  Schedule  of Status  of Funds  by  Project  per SANDAG  Board  Policy  No.   31

Transfer from: Transfer to:

MPO  ID Fund CIP Title Amount MPO  ID Fund CIP Title Amount

SD15 400156 A-CC.00003 Install Street Lights in High Crime Areas 465,429         SD102 400156 S-00724 O tay Mesa Truck Route Phase 3 339,895      

SD15 400156 A-CC.00003 Install Street Lights in High Crime Areas SD06 400156 S-00865 Aldine Drive and Fairmount Ave. 108,324      

SD15 400156 A-CC.00003 Install Street Lights in High Crime Areas SD132 400156 S-00896 Bird Rock Coastal Traffic Flow Improvement 16,267        

SD15 400156 A-CC.00003 Install Street Lights in High Crime Areas SD120 400156 S-00958 San Diego River Multi-use Bicycle/Ped 943             

SD05 400156 S-00886 Euclid Avenue 93,867           SD120 400156 S-00958 San Diego River Multi-use Bicycle/Ped 93,867        

SD169 400156 S-00929 San Diego River Path Study 2,505             SD120 400156 S-00958 San Diego River Multi-use Bicycle/Ped 1,766          

SD169 400156 S-00929 San Diego River Path Study SD129 400156 S-00915 University Ave Mobility Study 739             

SD104 400156 S-00829 Paradise Hill Revitalization 32,602       SD129 400156 S-00915 University Ave Mobility Study 16,740        

SD104 400156 S-00829 Paradise Hill Revitalization SD132 400156 S-00896 Bird Rock Coastal Traffic Flow Improvement 15,862        

SD160 400156 S-00926 62nd to 65th Street Channel 4,621             SD132 400156 S-00896 Bird Rock Coastal Traffic Flow Improvement 405             

SD160 400156 S-00926 62nd to 65th Street Channel SD215 400156 S-12030 FY12 Asphalt Overlay Group 1 4,216          

SD24 400156 A-IF.00001 Coastal Erosion 8,410             SD215 400156 S-12030 FY12 Asphalt Overlay Group 1 8,410          

SD111 400156 S-00860 Mission Beach Boardwalk Widening 106,665     SD215 400156 S-12030 FY12 Asphalt Overlay Group 1 106,665  

SD134 400156 S-00904 Euclid Avenue Corridor 200,691         SD215 400156 S-12030 FY12 Asphalt Overlay Group 1 200,691      

SD155 400156 S-00923 O ld O tay Mesa Road Sidewalk 213,330         SD215 400156 S-12030 FY12 Asphalt Overlay Group 1 213,330      

SD165 400156 A-ID.00009 New Developments 159,998         SD215 400156 S-12030 FY12 Asphalt Overlay Group 1 159,998      

SD167 400156 S-00925 Potomac Street Improvement 84,899           SD215 400156 S-12030 FY12 Asphalt Overlay Group 1 84,899        

SD168 400156 S-00660 Public Roads Supporting Park Access 199,181         SD215 400156 S-12030 FY12 Asphalt Overlay Group 1 199,181      

SD174 400156 S-00656 Windansea Erosion control 8,471             SD215 400156 S-12030 FY12 Asphalt Overlay Group 1 8,471          

SD49 400156 S-00844 Thorn Street Median Improvements 2,888,220      SD215 400156 S-12030 FY12 Asphalt Overlay Group 1 2,850,458   

SD49 400156 S-00844 Thorn Street Median Improvements SD216 400156 S-12031 FY12 Asphalt Overlay Group 2 37,762        

SD178 400156 S-00885 Pershing/Redwood Drive Improvements 46,051           SD215 400156 S-12030 FY12 Asphalt Overlay Group 1 46,051        

SD178 400169 S-00885 Pershing/Redwood Drive Improvements 4,264             SD180 400169 S-00980 Hollister St Widening 2,240          

SD178 400169 S-00885 Pershing/Redwood Drive Improvements SD136 400169 S-00949 Ocean Beach / Hotel Circle 2,024          

Total transferred from: 4,519,204      Total transferred to: 4,519,204   



Attachment  B

Adjustments  to  SANDAG  ProjectTrak for Fiscal  Year  2012  and  prior  year  allocations

SD31 400169 S-00859 Carmel Valley Road 61,657          

SD32 400169 S-00841 Carroll Canyon Road 600,000        

SD90 400169 S-00905 SR163/Clairemont Mesa Blvd. Interchange 6,000,000     

SD130 400169 S-00912 Skyline Drive 1,275,000     

SD136 400169 S-00949 Ocean Beach / Hotel Circle 20,190          

SD176 400170 n/a Maintenance and Non-Congestion Relief 6,050,400     

SD205 400169 S-11054 Park Blvd and Essex Street 96,000          

SD206 400169 S-11055 Fourth Ave and Quince Street 99,000          

SD207 400169 S-11056 Fourth Ave/Fifth Ave & Nutmeg 248,000        

Increase programming of carry over funds: 14,450,247   

Carry  over  and  reauthorize  to  enable  draw  down  of programmed  funds

SD92 400169 various Streetscape Improvement Projects 60,000          



 BOARD POLICY NO. 031

TransNet ORDINANCE AND EXPENDITURE PLAN RULES

The  fo llowing  ru le s have  been  adopted  and  amended  by the  SANDAG Board  o f Directo rs in  it s ro le 


a s the  San  Diego  Coun ty Reg iona l Transporta t ion  Commission  (RTC). The  purpose  o f these  ru le s is to 


implement  the  p rovisions o f the  o rig ina l TransNe t  Ord inance  (87-1) and  the  TransNe t  Extension


Ord inance  (04-01) and  amendments the re to .


Rule  #1: Pro ce dure  fo r Distributio n o f  Re ve nue s  fo r Transpo rtatio n Se rvice s  fo r Se nio rs

and the  Disable d


Ado ptio n Date :  Februa ry 26, 1988 (Reso lu t ion  RC88-2)

Am e ndm e nt:    Repea led  November 18, 2005. Th is ru le  was superseded  by Rule  #11.


Rule  #2:  Lo a n  o f Funds fo r Private ly Funde d Pro je cts 


Ado ptio n Date :  April 22, 1988 (Reso lu t ion  RC88-5)

Am e ndm e nt:    Amended  November 18, 2005


Te x t : The  Commission  may approve  a  loan  o f sa le s t ax funds to  a  city o r coun ty from its

fo rmula -based  sha re  o f Loca l St ree t  and  Road  funds to  finance  a  p ro ject  which  is

p roh ib it ed  from rece iving  fund ing  under Sect ion  9 o f Commission  Ord inance  87-1


o r Sect ion  8 o f Ord inance  04-01 if the  fo llowing  t e rms and  condit ions a re  me t .


1. A find ing  is made  by the  Commission  tha t  absen t  p riva te  sector fund ing ,


the  p ro ject  would  be  an  e lig ib le  st ree t  and  road  pro ject .


2. The  City o r County agrees to  en te r in to  an  agreement  to  repay the  loan 


p lus in te rest  (a t  a ra te  de te rmined  by the  Commission) p rio r to  the 


t e rmina t ion  o f the  sa les tax in  accordance  with  Sect ion  3 o f Commission 


Ord inance  87-1 o r Sect ion  3 o f Ord inance  04-01.


3. Tha t  the  City o r Coun ty agrees to  gua ran tee  repayment  o f the  loan  if

p riva te  deve loper fund ing  is de te rmined  to  be  inadequa te  to  repay the 


loan  p rio r to  t e rmina t ion  o f the  sa le s tax.


Rule  #3: Re im burse m e nt  o f Lo cal Funds to  Advance  Appro ve d Pro je cts


Ado ptio n Date :  May 27, 1988 (Reso lu t ion  RC88-6)

Am e ndm e nt:    Amended  November 18, 2005


Te x t : A city o r coun ty may advance  improvements on  a  p ro ject (s) which  is included  in  the 


approved  t ransporta t ion  sa les t ax Program of Pro ject s with  loca l agency funds


(o the r than  p riva te  deve loper funds a s se t  fo rth  in  Sect ion  9 o f Ord inance  87-1 or


Sect ion  8 of Ord inance  04-01) p rio r to  sa les t ax funds be ing  ava ilab le  and  rece ive 
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re imbursement  includ ing  in te rest  from sa les t ax funds if it  is de te rmined  by the 


Commission  tha t  the  fo llowing  t e rms and  cond it ions a re  me t .


1. The  p ro ject (s) is included  in the  approved  t ransporta t ion  sa le s tax


Program of Pro ject s, and  no  o the r financing  t echn ique  is found  to  be 


more  desirab le  o r cost  e ffect ive  to  u t ilize  in o rde r to  advance  the 


improvement .


2. The  city o r coun ty sha ll be  re imbursed  fo r the  loca l funds expended  as

soon  as sa le s t ax funds become ava ilab le , o r on  a  schedu le  agreed  to 


be tween  the  loca l agency and  the  Commission .


3. Tha t  no  more  than  30 percen t  o f the  funds will be  used  fo r ma in tenance 


p ro ject s if the  funds a re  borrowed  from TransNe t  revenues pursuan t  to 


Sect ion  2(C)(1) o f Ord inance  04-01.


Rule  #4:  SR 78 Co rrido r Rese rve  Fund Allo catio n Po licie s


Ado ptio n Date :  Orig ina lly Adopted  May 26 , 1989 (Reso lu t ion  R-89-82)


   Wording  changed  December 14, 1990 (Reso lu t ion  RC91-10)

Am e ndm e nt :   Amended  November 18, 2005


Te xt: For purposes o f a lloca t ing  funds under Sect ion  2(a )(3) in Ord inance  87-1:


1. Only those  p ro ject s designa ted  as " funded"  on  the  SR 78 Corridor


p ro ject  list  approved  on  December 13, 1990 by the  SR 78 Corridor Policy

Commit tee  a re  e lig ib le  to  rece ive  SR 78 Corridor Rese rve  Funds.


2. The  list o f SR 78 Corridor p ro ject s and  the ir p rio rity and  fund ing


e lig ib ility may be  revised  by a  ma jo rity vo te  o f the  SR 78 Corridor Policy

Commit tee  and  the  approva l o f the  Board  o f Directo rs.


3. The  basic con t ribu t ion  fo r a  non-Ca lt rans pro ject  on  the  SR 78 Corridor


Rese rve  funded  list is 50 pe rcen t  o f the  e st ima ted  righ t -o f-way,


eng inee ring , and  const ruct ion  cost s. However, the  to ta l amount  o f


Corridor Rese rve  Funds designa ted  fo r p ro jects with in  one  ju risd ict ion 


may be  a lloca ted  to  va ry from the  basic 50 pe rcen t  fo r any g iven  p ro ject 


a s long  as the  cumula t ive  to ta l fo r p rogrammed pro ject s a t  any po in t  in

t ime  does not  exceed  50 pe rcen t .


4. The  basic con t ribu t ion  fo r a Ca lt rans p ro ject  on  the  SR 78 Corridor


Rese rve  funded  list is 100 pe rcent  o f the  e st ima ted  righ t -o f-way,


eng inee ring , and  const ruct ion  cost s.


5. Cont ribu t ions from the  SR 78 Corridor Rese rve  Fund  to  any one 


ju risd ict ion  canno t  exceed  50 pe rcen t  (100 pe rcent  fo r Ca lt rans) o f the 


p ro ject  cost  e st ima tes shown on  the  approved  funded  list o f


December 13, 1990. If actua l p ro ject  cost s a re  less than  est ima ted , a

maximum con t ribu t ion  of 50 pe rcen t  (100 pe rcent  fo r Ca lt rans) o f the 


new cost s sha ll be  in e ffect .
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6. A pro ject  tha t  fo r any reason  is removed  from the  funded  list  can  on ly


be  rep laced  by the  next  h ighest  ranked  unfunded  p ro ject  (o r p ro ject s),


rega rd less of ju risd ict ion  and  on ly if the  funded  list  o f p ro ject s does no t 


exceed  the  to ta l Corridor Rese rve  do lla rs ava ilab le . As with  o ther


funded  p ro ject s, Corridor Rese rve  funds can  on ly be  used  to  improve  the 


rep lacement  p ro ject (s) to  min imal four-lane  st andards (six lanes a t 


freeway in te rchanges).


Added  June  22, 1990 (Reso lu t ion  RC90-40):


7. SR 78 Corridor Rese rve  funds fo r righ t -o f-way will no t  be  encumbered


un t il a  p ro ject  has environmenta l clea rance  and  the  first  25 percen t  o f


the  to ta l va lue  o f the  righ t -o f-way is acqu ired . When  a to ta l o f


75 pe rcen t  o f the  righ t -o f-way has been  acqu ired , the  const ruct ion 


funds will be  encumbered  a t  the  request  o f the  agency.


Added  Decem ber 14, 1990 (Resolution RC91-10):


8. All agencies submit t ing  pro ject s from the  SR 78 Corridor Funded  Pro ject 


List for p rogramming  a re  encouraged  to  pursue  ma tch ing  funds from


the  sta te 's SB 300 p rogram.


Added  February 22, 1991 (Reso lu t ion  RC91-13):

9. Any new source  o f st a te  h ighway funds fo r the  San  Diego  reg ion  shou ld 


be  conside red  fo r a lloca t ion  to  the  TransNe t  SR 78 Corridor Rese rve  to 


o ffse t  loca l funds which  were  used  fo r p ro ject s which  a re  normally the 


responsib ility o f the  Sta te , such  as freeway-freeway in te rchange 


improvements and  ramp mete ring  systems.


Rule  #5: Use  o f Lo cal Stre e t  and Ro ad TransNe t  Funds fo r the  De ve lo pm e nt o f  Trans-

po rtat io n Dem and Manag e m e nt Pro g ram s


Ado ptio n Date :  August  25, 1989 (Reso lu t ion  RC90-23)

Am e ndm e nt:   Amended  November 18, 2005


Text: The  deve lopment  and  implementa t ion  o f a  Transporta t ion  Demand  Management 


Program sha ll be  an  e lig ib le  use  o f Local St ree t  and  Road funds pursuan t  to 


Sect ion  19(E) o f Ord inance  87-1 and  Sect ion  21(c) of Ord inance  04-01.


Transporta t ion  Demand  Management  sha ll mean  a  comprehensive  se t  o f st ra teg ies


designed  to  in fluence  t rave l behavio r with  re spect  to  mode , t ime , frequency, rou te ,


o r d ist ance  in  o rde r to  improve  the  e fficiency and  e ffect iveness o f loca l st ree t s and 


roads. Principa l st ra tegy measures invo lve , bu t  a re  no t  limited  to , ridesharing ,


a lt e rna t ive  work hours, and  pa rking  management .
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Rule  #6: Fund Acco unting  and Inte re st  Allo catio n


Ado ptio n Date :  March  23, 1990 (Reso lu t ion  RC90-35)

Am e ndm e nt:   Amended  November 18, 2005


Text: For the  purposes o f de te rmin ing  compliance  with  Sect ion  12 of Ord inance  87-1 and


Sect ion  13 of Ord inance  04-01, each  agency sha ll ma in ta in  a  sepa ra te  fund  (fund 


accoun t ing) fo r TransNe t  revenues, if possib le . Where  the  crea t ion  o f a  sepa ra te 


fund  is no t  possib le  due  to  account ing  methodo logy used  by the  agency, an 


a lt e rna t ive  approach  to  ma in ta in ing  separa te  accoun tab ility fo r TransNe t  revenue 


and  expend itu res must  be  deve loped  and  submit t ed  to  the  Commission  sta ff for


concurrence . In te rest  ea rned  on  TransNe t  revenues rece ived  by the  agency must  be 


a lloca ted  to  the  TransNe t  fund  and  used  on ly fo r p ro jects approved  by the 


Commission  in the  Program of Pro ject s. For accoun t ing  purposes, the  in te rest 


ea rn ings sha ll be  considered  to  be  expended  first . Furthe r, the  Ord inances a llow


the  agencies to  re ta in  any unused  TransNe t  funds. In te rest  accrued  shou ld  be 


app lied  to  each  act ive  p ro ject  tha t  ca rrie s an  ou t stand ing  ba lance . The  agency can 


de te rmine  the  me thod  o f the  in te rest  d ist ribu t ion  to  be  va lida ted  by the  audit .


Rule  #7: Pro g ram  o f Pro je cts  Appro val Pro ce ss  and Am e ndm e nts


Ado ptio n Date :  March  23, 1990 (Reso lu t ion  RC90-35)

Am e ndm e nts:   Amended  November 18, 2005, December 15, 2006, December 21, 2007, and 


Sep tember 26, 2008


Text: Each  loca l agency sha ll deve lop  a five-yea r list o f p ro ject s to  be  funded  with 


TransNe t  revenues under Sect ion  2D of Ord inance  87-1 and  Sect ion  4D of


Ord inance  04-01 in accordance  with  the  Reg iona l Transporta t ion  Improvement 


Program (RTIP) upda te  schedu le . All p ro ject s a  loca l agency wishes to  include  in  its

Program of Pro ject s (POP) must  be  consisten t  with  the  long-range  Reg iona l


Transporta t ion  Plan  and  approved  by the  Commission  fo r inclusion  in  the  RTIP. A

loca l agency’s p ro ject s sha ll no t  rece ive  Commission  approva l un t il the  Commission 


rece ives a  reso lu t ion  from the  loca l agency tha t  documents tha t  the  loca l agency


he ld  a no t iced  pub lic mee t ing  with  an  agenda  it em tha t  clea rly iden t ified  the 


p roposed  list  o f pro ject s p rio r to  approva l by the  loca l agency’s leg isla t ive  body o f


the  p ro ject s. The  language  tha t  must  be  included  in the  re so lu t ion  and  the 


dead lines for submission  sha ll be  p rescribed  by the  Commission . The  reso lu t ion 


sha ll con ta in  the  p rovisions se t  fo rth  in Rule  #15.


 A POP amendment  sha ll be  in it ia ted  when  a loca l agency desire s to  revise  the 


approved  POP, which  includes bu t  is no t  limited  to , add ing  a  new pro ject , de le t ing 


an  exist ing  pro ject , revising  the  p ro ject  scope , o r o the rwise  chang ing  the  TransNe t

funds p rogrammed. A TransNe t  POP amendment  must  be  consisten t  w ith  the 


requ irements ou t lined  in  the  RTIP. Pro ject s p roposed  in  the  amendment  must  first 


be  approved  by the  govern ing  body o f the  loca l agency with in  the  p reced ing


12 months. The  loca l agency sha ll in it ia te  the  amendment  p rocess by ho ld ing  a

no t iced  pub lic mee t ing  with  an  agenda  it em tha t  clea rly iden t ifie s the  p roposed 


p ro ject  amendments and  submit t ing  a  re so lu t ion  using  the  language  and  dead lines
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prescribed  by the  Commission  as documenta t ion  o f govern ing  body approva l. The 


amendment  must  be  approved  by the  Commission  p rio r to  the  expenditu re  o f


funds on  the  new or amended  p ro jects.


Rule  #8: De te rm inatio n o f  Ne w  Transit  Se rvice s


Ado ptio n Date :  March  23, 1990 (Reso lu t ion  RC90-35)

Am e ndm e nt:   Amended  November 18, 2005


Te xt: For the  purpose  o f de te rmin ing  compliance  with  Sect ion  4(B)(2)(c) o f Ord inance 


87-1, the  leve l o f se rvice  p rovided  in  FY 1988 sha ll be  conside red  a t  the  base  leve l


o f se rvice  in  existence  p rio r to  the  ava ilab ility o f TransNe t  revenues which  must  be 


main ta ined  th rough  o the r fund ing  sources. Compliance  with  the  “new”  se rvice 


requ irement  sha ll be  de te rmined  using  the  fo llowing  p rocedure :


1. De te rmine  the  number of veh icle  service  miles opera ted  during  the  fisca l


yea r using  TransNe t  revenues for any g iven  opera to r by d ivid ing  the 


TransNe t  revenues fo r ope ra t ions by the  to ta l systemwide  opera t ing  cost 


fo r tha t  opera to r and  mult ip lying  the  to ta l veh icle  se rvice  miles opera ted 


by the  quot ien t .


2. Sub t ract  the  number o f mile s de te rmined  in  Step  1 from the  to ta l system


veh icle  se rvice  miles opera ted  during  the  yea r.


3. If the  ad justed  number o f miles from Step  2 is g rea te r than  o r equa l to 


the  FY 1988 base  leve l, then  the  compliance  t e st  is me t .


4. The  a t t ached  t ab le  o f base  st a t ist ics from FY 1988 (At tachment  1) will be 


used  to  de te rmine  compliance . These  figures re flect  a ll pub licly funded


opera to rs with in  the  MTDB (MTS) and  North  Coun ty Transit  Dist rict 


(NCTD) se rvice  a reas (Art icle s 4, 4.5, and  8) because  TransNet  revenues


cou ld  po ten t ia lly be  used  by the  opera to rs to  fund  se rvice  improvements


on  any o f these  systems.


Rule  #9: Use  o f  TransNe t  Re ve nue  fo r Bus Purchase s


Ado ptio n Date :  March  23, 1990 (Reso lu t ion  RC90-35)

Am e ndm e nt:   Amended  November 18, 2005


Text: TransNe t  revenues may be  used  to  support  the  purchase  o f buses requ ired  to 


opera te  new se rvices funded  with  TransNet  revenues. The  number o f buses which 


can  be  purchased  with  TransNe t  revenues sha ll be  de te rmined  using  the  fo llowing 


p rocedures.


1. De te rmine  the  number of annua l new veh icle  se rvice  miles se rvice  be ing


opera ted  in  accordance  with  Rule  Number 8 – De te rmina t ion  o f New


Transit  Se rvices.
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2. Divide  the  number o f new miles o f se rvice  by the  systemwide  ave rage 


annua l veh icle  se rvices miles pe r bus fo r a  g iven  opera to r to  de te rmine 


the  equ iva len t  number o f buses requ ired  to  opera te  the  new se rvice .


Round  up  to  the  nea rest  whole  number o f bus equ iva len t s.


 

 The TransNet  revenues used  for bus purchases sha ll come  ou t  o f the  revenues


ava ilab le  under Sect ion  4(B)(2)(c) o f Ord inance  87-1. The  use  o f TransNe t  revenues


fo r bus purchases sha ll be  used  to  the  maximum exten t  possib le  a s ma tch ing  funds


fo r ava ilab le  st a te  and  federa l cap ita l funds. If, a t  some  po in t  in  the  fu tu re , the 


number o f buses purchased  with  TransNet  revenues canno t  be  just ified  based  on 


the  number o f new miles be ing  opera ted  with  TransNet  revenues, then  a  pro -ra ted 


re imbursement  to  the  TransNe t  fund  will be  requ ired  based  on  the  remain ing 


use fu l life o f the  vehicles. TransNe t  revenues may no t  be  used  to  support  the 


purchase  o f rep lacement  buses fo r the  “exist ing”  (FY 1988) leve l o f se rvice . Any

buses purchases with  TransNet  revenues will remain  under the  ownersh ip  o f MTDB

(MTS) o r NCTD and  be  made  ava ilab le  to  the  opera tor chosen  to  opera te  the  new


se rvices.


Rule  #10: Use  o f  TransNe t  Re ve nue s to  Re place  Re duce d State  and Fede ral Ope rat ing 

Suppo rt

Ado ptio n Date :  March  23, 1990 (Reso lu t ion  RC90-35)

Am e ndm e nt:   Amended  November 18, 2005


Text: For purposes o f de te rmining  compliance  with  Sect ion  4(B)(2)(c) o f Ord inance  87-1,


the  maximum amount  of TransNe t  funds tha t  MTDB (MTS) or NCTD a re  e lig ib le  to 


use  to  rep lace  fede ra l funds in  a  g iven  yea r is equa l to  the  FY 1987 base  year leve ls


o f federa l and  st a te  ope ra t ing  support  ($6,113,307 fo r MTS and  $2,511,816 for


NCTD) le ss the  amount  o f sta te  and  fede ra l opera t ing  support  ava ilab le  in  tha t 


yea r. The  p rio rity on  the  use  o f funds under th is sect ion  is to  p rovide  new se rvice 


improvements. MTS and  NCTD a re  encouraged  to  use  o ther ava ilab le  revenues,


such  as Transporta t ion  Deve lopment  Act  (TDA) funds, to  offse t  reduct ions in  st a te 


a n d  federa l funds, if possible, a n d  to  use  TransNet  funds under these  sect ions fo r


new se rvice  improvements.


Rule  #11: Use  o f  TransNe t  Re ve nue s fo r Transpo rtatio n Se rvice s  fo r Se nio rs  and the 


D isabled


Ado ptio n Date :  March  23, 1990 (Reso lu t ion  RC90-35)

Am e ndm e nt:   Amended  November 18, 2005, and  December 21, 2007


Text: The  funds made  ava ilab le  under Sect ion  4(B)(1) of Ord inance  87-1 or Sect ion  4(c)(1)

o f Ord inance  04-01 fo r improved  t ransporta t ion  se rvices fo r sen io rs and  the 


d isab led  sha ll be  used  to  augment  the  revenues made  ava ilab le  under the 


Transporta t ion  Deve lopment  Act  (TDA) Art icle  4.5 p rogram fo r the  same  purposes.


These  TransNe t  funds sha ll be  a lloca ted  to  e lig ib le  se rvice  p rovide rs using  the  fund 


d ist ribu t ion  fo rmula  approved  by the  SANDAG Board  o f Directo rs fo r use  in

d ist ribu t ing  the  TDA Art icle  4.5 funds. For accoun t ing  purposes, fo llowing  the 
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expend itu re  o f fa re  revenues and  o the r loca l and  o the r loca l ope ra t ing  revenues,


the  in te rest  ea rn ings on  the  TransNe t  and  TDA funds sha ll be  conside red  to  be 


spen t  first , fo llowed  by the  TDA funds, then  the  TransNe t  funds.


Rule  #12: Use  o f  TransNe t  Re ve nue s fo r Acce ssibility Im pro ve m e nts


Ado ptio n Date :  March  23, 1990 (Reso lu t ion  RC90-35)

Text: In the  deve lopment  o f TransNe t -funded  loca l st ree t  and  road  p ro ject s, loca l


ju risd ict ions may include , w ith in  the  st ree t  righ t -of-way, improvements to  enhance 


accessib ility to  the  t ransporta t ion  system, includ ing , bu t  no t  limited  to , accessib ility


improvements to  bus stop  a reas.


Rule  #13: Inve stm e nts


Ado ptio n Date :  July 27, 1990 (Reso lu t ion  RC91-2)

Am e ndm e nt: Repea led  November 18, 2005. This ru le  has been  superseded  by the  Annua l


Investment  Policy Upda te  (see  Reso lu t ion  No . 2006-06 approved  a t  the 


Sep tember 23, 2005, SANDAG Board  of Directo rs mee t ing).


Rule  #14: Capital Equipm e nt Acquisit io n Lo ans to  SANDAG


Ado ptio n Date :  November 16, 1990 (Reso lu t ion  RC91-6)

Text: The  loan  o f unused  admin ist ra t ive  a lloca t ions from TransNet funds to  SANDAG for


the  purpose  o f acqu iring  o ffice  and  compute r equ ipment  is au thorized  when  lower


cost  financing  is no t  ava ilab le . The  repayment  schedu le  sha ll be  based  upon 


fund ing  au thorized  in  the  SANDAG-approved  budge t  and  will include  in te rest  a t  a

ra te  equa l to  the  in te rest  ea rn ing  ra te  o f the  San  Diego  County Poo led  Money


Fund .


Rule  #15: Lo ca l Ag e ncy Ho ld Harm le ss  Ag re e m e nts


Ado ptio n Date : Octobe r 25, 1992 (Reso lu t ion  RC92-7)

Text: Each  loca l agency sha ll be  requ ired  to  ho ld  ha rmless and  de fend  the  Commissio n 


aga inst  cha llenges re la ted  to  loca l TransNe t  p ro ject s. This ru le  is to  be  implemen ted 


by requ iring  tha t  each  loca l agency agree  in  it s re so lu t ion  approving  it s p ro ject s fo r


TransNe t  fund ing  to  ho ld  the  Commission  ha rmless.


Rule  #16: Re paym e nt o f  Co m m e rcial Pape r Pro g ram  Pro ce e ds


Ado ptio n Date : Sep tem ber 23, 2005

Am e ndm e nt: Amended  November 18, 2005

Text: Each  agency rece iving  p roceeds from the  TransNe t  Commercia l Pape r Program sha ll


be  re sponsib le  fo r its p roport iona te  sha re  o f the  ongo ing  in te re st  and  re la t ed 


admin ist ra t ive  cost s from the  da te  the  p roceeds a re  rece ived  un t il t he  p rincipa l
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amount  of the  loan  is fu lly repa id . Repayment  o f the  principa l amount  sha ll


commence  with in  th ree  yea rs of the  agency’s rece ip t  o f the  proceeds and  sha ll be 


comple ted  with in  five  yea rs o f the  agency’s rece ip t  o f the  p roceeds. Repayment  o f


the  p roceeds may be  accomplished  by ro lling  the  ou t stand ing  amount  in to  a  long-

te rm bond  issue  during  the  five -yea r repayment  pe riod . In  such  cases, the  agency


would  then  be  re sponsib le  fo r it s p roport iona te  sha re  of the  bond  issuance  cost s


and  annua l deb t  se rvice  cost s. The  repayment  o f deb t , in all cases, is the  first 


p rio rity on  the  use  o f the  agency’s sha re  o f annua l TransNe t  revenues.


Rule  #17: Fiscal and Co m pliance  Audits


Ado ptio n Date : November 18, 2005


Am e ndm e nt: Amended  July 24, 2009, November 19, 2010, and  November 18, 2011

Te x t : I. Fiscal and  Compliance  Audit  Procedures


The  fisca l and  compliance  aud it  is an  essen t ia l too l to  de te rmine  tha t  TransNe t  funds


a re  be ing  used  fo r the  in tended  purposes. The  Commission  has the  fiducia ry


responsib ility to  ensure  tha t  the  pub lic funds a re  used  in accordance  with  the 


TransNe t  Ord inance  and  Expend itu re  Plans (87-01 and  04-01). 

Pursuan t  to  the  TransNet  Extension  Ord inance  (04-01), the  Independen t  Taxpayer


Oversigh t  Commit tee  (ITOC) is re sponsib le  fo r the  conduct  o f an  annua l fisca l aud it 


and  compliance  audit o f all TransNet-funded  act ivit ie s beg inning  with  the  FY 2009


aud it . In o rde r to  comple te  the  aud it s in a t ime ly manner, the  fo llowing  aud it 


schedu le  is se t  fo rth :


A. Ju ly/August : ITOC designee  and  appropria te  SANDAG sta ff coord ina te  with 


the  aud ito rs to  review the  aud it s requ ired  fo r the  year and  p rovide  all

necessa ry documenta t ion /in fo rmat ion  fo r the  aud ito rs to  beg in  work.


B. September to  November: Audito rs schedu le  and  pe rfo rm sit e  visit s. Recip ien t 


agencies must  be  ready and  ava ilab le  to  mee t  with  the  aud ito rs and  p rovide 


requested  financia l schedu les and  o the r in format ion  necessa ry for the 


comple t ion  o f the  aud it .


C. December 1 (requ ired  dead line ): Reg iona l Transporta t ion  Congest ion 


Improvement  Program (RTCIP) expend itu re  p lan  and  financia l records must 


be  subm itted fo r a  review and  audit.


D. November/December: Audito rs issue  p re limina ry d ra ft  report s to  bo th 


SANDAG and  the  recip ien t  agencies no  la te r than  December 31. Recip ien t 


agencies must  be  ava ilab le  to  review and  comment  on  the  d ra ft  report  in  a

t ime ly manner. All ou t stand ing  issues shou ld  be  re so lved  with in  four weeks


o f p re liminary d ra ft  report  issuance . 

E. March : Audito rs issue  a  report  o f compliance  aud it  re su lt s and  p resen t  to 


ITOC a t  it s March  mee t ing . ITOC presen t s in it ia l find ing(s) o f the  aud it  and 


its recommenda t ions to  the  Transporta t ion  Commit tee .


F. May: ITOC issues all compliance  report s and  adop ts the  annua l report .
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G. June : The  ITOC annua l report , which  includes re su lt s o f the  annua l aud it  and 


its p rocess, is p resen ted  to  the  SANDAG Board  o f Directo rs.


ITOC Responsib ility: In accordance  with  the  ITOC Responsib ilit ie s Sect ion  o f the 


a t t achment  to  Commission  Ord inance  CO-04-01 en t it led  “STATEMENT OF

UNDERSTANDING REGARDING THE IMPLEMENTATION OF THE INDEPENDENT


TAXPAYER OVERSIGHT COMMITTEE FOR THE TRANSNET PROGRAM”, ITOC will

conduct  an  annua l fisca l and  compliance  aud it  o f a ll TransNe t -funded  act ivit ie s using


the  se rvices o f an  independen t  fisca l aud ito r to  a ssure  compliance  with  the  vote r-

approved  Ord inance  and  Expend itu re  Plan , and  will p repare  an  annua l report  fo r


p resenta t ion  to  the  SANDAG Board  o f Directo rs tha t  includes the  re su lt s o f the 


annua l aud it  p rocess. 

SANDAG Responsibility: SANDAG will p rovide  a ll in fo rmat ion  necessa ry to  comple te 


the  aud it .


Agency Responsib ility: All agencies must  be  ready fo r the  site visit, p rovide 


requested  info rmat ion , and  review and  comment  on  the  d ra ft  report s in  a  t ime ly


manner.


If the  aud itor is unab le  to  comple te  the  aud it  fo r in it ia l d ra ft  accep tance  by the  ITOC

(per Ru le  #17(I)(E)), because  an  agency was no t  ready o r d id  no t  p rovide  the 


requ ired  in fo rmat ion  o r reviews in a t ime ly manner, then  the  agency will be  deemed


in noncompliance  o f the  Ord inance . SANDAG will w ithho ld  fu tu re  TransNet

payments (excep t  fo r requ ired  deb t  se rvice  payments) un t il the  aud it  d ra ft  is

comple ted  and  accep ted  by the  ITOC.


 II. Ord inance  Requ irements

Sect ion  4(C)(5) o f the  TransNe t  Extension  Ordinance  conta ins the  fisca l and 


compliance  aud it  requ irements app licab le  beg inn ing  in  FY 2009.


Sect ion  8 o f the  Ord inance  con ta ins the  Main tenance  o f Effo rt  requ irements fo r the 


local agencies.


Sect ion  9 o f the  Ord inance  and  the  a t t achment  “TransNe t  EXTENSION REGIONAL


TRANSPORTATION CONGESTION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM” con ta in  the  Reg iona l


Transporta t ion  Congest ion  Improvement  Program (RTCIP) requ iremen ts fo r the  loca l


agencie s.


Sect ion  11 o f the  Ord inance  and  the  a t t achmen t  to  Commission  Ord inance  CO-04-01


en t it led  “STATEMENT OF UNDERSTANDING REGARDING THE IMPLEMENTATION OF

THE INDEPENDENT TAXPAYER OVERSIGHT COMMITTEE FOR THE TRANSNET

PROGRAM” con ta ins the  ITOC spend ing  requ irements.


Sect ion  12 of the  Ord inance  con ta ins the  Admin ist ra t ive  Expenses requ irements for


SANDAG.

 III. Audit  Adjustments


The  aud it  iden t ifie s the  st a tus of each  p ro ject  funded  with  TransNe t  funds – i.e .,


comple ted  pro ject s, p ro ject s tha t  have  nega t ive  ba lances, inact ive  p ro ject s, and 


ongo ing  p ro ject s. The  agencies a re  responsib le  to  work with  the  aud ito rs to  make 


p roper ad justments as fo llows:
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A. This sect ion  app lie s to  fund ing  a lloca ted  fo r the  specified  p ro ject s under the 


Highway and  Transit  Programs under Ord inance  87-1, includ ing  fund ing 


a lloca ted  for b icycle  facility improvements. Under the  TransNe t  Extension

(Ord inance  04-01), th is sect ion  app lie s to  the  Major Corridor fund ing  –

Sect ion  4(A) and  (B) and  the  four d iscre t iona ry p rograms: (1) Transit  Sen ior


p rogram – Sect ion  4(C)(2); (2) Local Environmenta l Mit iga t ion  p rogram –

Sect ion  4(D)(2); (3) Loca l Smart  Growth  Incen t ive  p rogram – Sect ion  4(D)(3);

and  (4) Bicycle , Pedest rian , and  Ne ighborhood  Safe ty Program – Sect ion  2(E).

1. Comple ted  p ro ject s: once  a p ro ject  is iden t ified  as comple ted  and 


there  a re  TransNe t  funds remain ing  with  tha t  p ro ject , the  agency is

requ ired  to  re tu rn  the  money back to  the  p rogram. Afte r the  fisca l


aud it  de te rmines tha t  the  p ro ject  has been  comple ted , SANDAG will

t ransmit  a  le t t e r to  the  agency to  re tu rn  the  funds, includ ing  in te rest 


ea rned , to  the  Commission . The  agency must  remit  the  ba lance  with in 


60 days of the  le t t e r. Shou ld  an  agency fa il to  re spond  in  a  t ime ly


manner, a ll fu tu re  TransNe t  payments (includ ing  funds from the  o the r


p rograms) to  tha t  agency will be  suspended  un t il the  funds a re 


re tu rned .


2. Pro ject s with  nega t ive  ba lances: if a p ro ject  end ing  ba lance  is

nega t ive , then  a  foo tno te  shou ld  be  p rovided  de ta iling  the  subsequen t 


yea r’s in tended  act ion .


3. Inact ive  p ro ject s: if a  p ro ject  has had  no  act ivity over a  pe riod  o f two 


aud it s, the  agency must  e ithe r close  ou t  the  p ro ject  o r no te  when  the 


p ro ject  will be  comple ted  (see  Board  Policy No . 035 fo r p ro ject 


comple t ion  dead lines and  o the r Compet it ive  Gran t  Program


Procedures). Closed  p ro ject s shou ld  no  longer show in  the  fo llowing 


year’s aud it  and  any funds remain ing  must  be  re tu rned  to  SANDAG

(see instructions in Sect ion  III(A)(1)). 

B. This sect ion  app lie s to  fund ing  a lloca ted  fo r the  specified  p ro ject s under the 


Loca l St ree t  and  Road  Formula  Program (Sect ion  4(C) o f Ord inance  87-1 and


Sect ion  4(D)(1) o f Ord inance  04-01) and  Transit  Fund ing  (Sect ion  4(B) of


Ord inance  87-1 and  Sect ions 4(C)(1), 4(C)(3), and  4(C)(4) o f Ord inance  04-01).


1. Comple ted  p ro ject s: once  a p ro ject  is iden t ified  as comple ted  and 


the re  a re  TransNe t  funds remain ing  with  tha t  p ro ject , includ ing 


in te rest  ea rn ings, the  agency is requ ired  to  t ransfe r the  ba lance  to 


ano ther TransNet -e lig ib le  p ro ject  (p ro ject s included  in  the  approved 


Program of Pro ject s and  in accordance  with  Sect ion  2(C)(1) o f the 


Ord inance  04-01 fo r Loca l St ree t  and  Road  Formula  p ro ject s). The  aud it 


shou ld  make  no te  to  which  p ro ject  the  funds will be  t ransfe rred .


Comple ted  p ro ject s shou ld  no  longer show in the  fo llowing  yea r’s


audit.


2. Pro ject s with  nega t ive  ba lances: if a p ro ject  end ing  ba lance  is

nega t ive , then  a  foo tno te  shou ld  be  p rovided  de ta iling  the  subsequen t 


yea r’s in tended  act ion .
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3. Inact ive  p ro ject s: if a  p ro ject  has had  no  act ivity over a  pe riod  o f two 


aud it s, o the r than  in te rest  ea rn ings, the  agency must  e ithe r close  ou t 


the  p ro ject  o r no te  when  the  p ro ject  will be  comple ted . Closed 


p ro ject s shou ld  no  longer show in the  fo llowing  yea r’s aud it . Any

remain ing  TransNe t  funds must  be  t ransfe rred  to  ano the r TransNe t -

e lig ib le  p ro ject  (p ro ject s included  in  the  approved  Program of Pro ject s


and  in  accordance  with  Sect ion  2(C)(1) o f the  Ord inance  04-01 fo r Loca l


St ree t  and  Road  Formula  p ro ject s). 

4. Transfe r o f funds: any t ransfe r o f TransNet  funds from  o n e  project to 


ano the r requ ires the  loca l agency to  p rovide  documenta t ion  tha t  its

govern ing  body consen t s to  the  t ransfe r proposed  p rio r to  o r


concurren t  with  the  fina l issuance  of the  annua l fisca l and  compliance 


aud it . Such  documenta t ion  sha ll consist  o f a signed  sta ff report  o r


re so lu t ion . Transfe rs tha t  requ ire  an  amendment  to  the  RTIP must 

fo llow the  amendment  process ou t lined  in  Rule  #7. Transfe rs be tween 


Loca l St ree t  and  Road  Formula  p ro ject s a re  sub ject  to  Ru le  #18.


 IV. Loca l Agency Ba lance  Limita t ions


Based on the audit, an  agency that m aintains a  ba lance  o f more  than  30 percen t  o f its

annua l apport ionment  (a ft e r deb t  se rvice  payments) must  use  the  remain ing  ba lance 


to  fund  p ro ject s. SANDAG will de fe r payment  until the  recipient agency’s Directo r o f


Finance , o r equ iva len t , submit s to  SANDAG a  cert ifica t ion  tha t  the  unused  ba lance 


has fa llen  be low the  30 pe rcen t  th resho ld , and  will remain  be low the  th resho ld  un t il


such  t ime  tha t  a  new th resho ld  is de te rmined . 

 V. Annua l Fiscal and  Compliance  Audit  Report  to  the  Board 


Pursuan t  to  the  TransNet  Extension  Ord inance , beg inn ing  with  the  FY 2009 aud it s,


ITOC is re sponsib le  fo r the  annua l fisca l and  compliance  aud it  o f a ll TransNe t -funded


act ivit ie s.


Rule  #18: Lo cal Stre e t and Ro ad Pro g ram 


Ado ptio n Date : June  23, 2006

Am e ndm e nt: Amended  July 24, 2009


Te xt: As specified  in  Sect ion  2(C)(1) o f the  Ord inance  04-01, a t  least  70 pe rcent  o f the 


revenues p rovided  fo r loca l st ree t  and  road  purposes shou ld  be  used  fo r congest ion 


re lie f purposes and  no  more  than  30 pe rcen t  fo r ma in tenance  purposes. Grade 


separa t ion  pro ject s a re  iden t ified  in  Sect ion  2(C)(1) o f Ord inance  04-01 as p ro ject s


tha t  qua lify a s congest ion  re lie f p ro ject s. At tachment  2 p rovides a  se t  o f gu ide lines


to  be  used  in the  implementa t ion  o f th is 30 pe rcen t  ma in tenance  limita t ion 


beg inn ing  with  the  2006 Reg iona l Transporta t ion  Improvement  Program (RTIP)

upda te . These  gu ide lines app ly to  the  p rogramming  o f a ll ava ilab le  loca l TransNe t

fund ing  (annua l fo rmula  funds and  p rio r yea r o rig ina l TransNe t  carry-over


ba lances) beg inn ing  with  July 1, 2008 (Fiscal Year 2008-09).
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 It  is the  in ten t  o f th is Sect ion  tha t  over the  life  o f Ord inance  04-01, loca l agencies


do  no t  cumula t ive ly use  more  than  30 pe rcen t  of the  revenues fo r ma in tenance-

re la ted  p ro ject s.


Rule  #19: Co nflict  o f  Inte re st  fo r ITOC Re pre se ntative s


Ado ptio n Date : December 15, 2006


Te xt: The  Board  in tends to  make  every e ffo rt  to  ensure  the  rep resen ta t ives se lected  to 


se rve  on  the  Independen t  Taxpayers Oversigh t  Commit tee  (ITOC) a re  free  from any


b ias tha t  would  in te rfe re  with  ob ject ive  decision  making  by the  ITOC. The  Conflict 


o f In te rest  sect ion  of the  “Sta tement  o f Understand ing  Regard ing  the 


Implementa t ion  o f the  Independen t  Taxpayer Oversigh t  Commit tee  fo r the 


TransNe t  Program,”  which  is pa rt  o f the  TransNe t  Extension  Ord inance , st a te s in

pa rt : “ITOC members sha ll no t  have  d irect  commercia l in te rest  o r employment  with 


any pub lic or p riva te  en t ity, which  rece ives TransNe t  sa le s t ax funds au thorized  by

th is Ord inance .”  The  Board  in te rp re t s th is language  to  impose  the  same  leve l o f


re st rict ions on  the  ITOC represen ta t ives as those  tha t  app ly to  SANDAG Board 


members pursuan t  to  Ca lifo rn ia  st a te  law found  a t  Government  Code  sect ions


87100 et seq . and  1090 e t  seq .

Rule  #20: Se le ct io n Pro ce dure s  fo r ITOC Re pre se ntative s


Ado ptio n Date : December 21, 2007


Te xt: The  “Sta tement  o f Understand ing  Regard ing  the  Implementa t ion  o f the 


Independen t  Taxpayer Oversight  Commit tee  fo r the  TransNe t  Program,”  which  is

pa rt  o f the  TransNe t  Extension  Ord inance , Sect ion  3 under the  head ing


“Membersh ip  and  Se lect ion  Process”  o f tha t  document  sta te s tha t  a Se lect ion 


Commit tee  sha ll be  e stab lished  to  se lect  the  ITOC members from the  list o f


qua lified  cand ida tes recommended  by the  t echn ica l screen ing  commit tee . The 


Se lect ion  Commit tee  is to  consist  o f two  members o f the  County of San  Diego


Board  o f Supervisors; the  Mayor o f the  City o f San  Diego ; and  a  mayor from each 


o f the  four subreg ions. It  is the  mayors from each  o f the  subreg ions tha t  a re  to 


se lect  from among  themse lves to  sit on  the  Se lect ion  Commit tee , no t  the 


represen ta t ives who  sit on  the  Board  who  may o r may no t  be  a mayor. The 


members o f the  Se lect ion  Commit tee  who  a re  mayors from the  subreg ions sha ll


se rve  fo r a  pe riod  o f two  yea rs o r un t il the  designee  no  longer ho lds the  o ffice  o f


mayor. At  the  end  o f th is t e rm, the  mayors from the  a ffected  subreg ion(s) sha ll


e ithe r in fo rm the  Cle rk o f the  SANDAG Board  tha t  the  same  represen ta t ive  is be ing


redesigna ted  o r iden t ify the  new mayor who  they have  se lected  to  represen t  the ir


subreg ion  on  the  Se lect ion  Commit tee . 

Rule  #21: Acco m m o datio n o f  Bicyclists  and Pe de strians


Ado ptio n Date : Februa ry 22, 2008


 Te xt: Adequa te  p rovisions for b icycle  and  pedest rian  t rave l is de te rmined  with in  the 


con text  o f the  roadway type , its exist ing  and  p lanned  su rround ing  land  uses,


exist ing  b icycle  and  pedest rian  p lans, and  curren t  o r p lanned  pub lic t ransit  se rvice .
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When  addressing  the  access needs d icta ted  by land  use , the  re sponsib le  agency


must  conside r demand  crea ted  by curren t  and  expected  land  uses (a s de te rmined 


by the  loca l genera l p lan) with in  the  use fu l life  o f the  TransNet  pro ject . The  t ab le 


Appropria te  Bicycle  and  Pedest rian  Accommoda t ion  Measures p rovides a  gu ide  to 


appropria te  accommoda t ion  measures fo r each  t ransporta t ion  facility type  and 


land  use  context . In the  tab le , “u rban”  means with in  the  u rban ized  a rea  as de fined 


by U.S. Census Bureau .


Appro priate  Bicycle  and Pe de strian Acco m m o datio n Me asure s 1

Co nte xt/Facility Type  Bicycle  Me asure s Pe de strian Me asure s


Urban  Highway  Required  facility type  will be 


based  on  the  recommenda t ions


fo r any reg iona l b ikeway


corridors in u rban  h ighway


a lignments deve loped  th rough 


the  2007 Regiona l Bicycle  Plan .


Pend ing  comple t ion  o f th is p lan ,


appropria te  bicycle


accommoda t ion  will be 


deve loped  on  a  p ro ject  by p ro ject 


basis by loca l and  reg iona l


au thorit ie s in consu lta t ion  with 


appropria te  st akeho lde rs.


 Freeways and  freeway


in te rchanges may no t  e limina te 


exist ing  b ikeways o r p reclude 


p lanned  b ikeways on  local streets


and  roads.


 Cont inuous sidewalks and


marked  crosswa lks th rough 


freeway in te rchanges


where  sidewa lks exist  o r


a re  p lanned  on  th e 


in te rsect ing  roadway.


 Where  new freeway


const ruct ion  severs exist ing 


pedest rian  access, g rade 


sepa ra ted  pedest rian 


crossings with  no  more 


th an  0.3 m ile betw een


crossings.


Transit  Pro ject   Bicycle lockers and  racks a t 


st a t ions su fficien t  to  meet  normal


expected  demand .


 Bicycle access to all transit


veh icles excep t  those  p rovid ing 


exclusive  pa ra t ransit  se rvice  to 


the  d isab led  as requ ired  by the 


Americans with  Disab ilit ie s Act.

 Transit  p rio rity measures on 


roadways may no t  p reven t  b icycle 


access.


 Direct  sidewa lk connect ions


be tween  sta t ion  p la t fo rms


and  ad jacent  roadway


sidewalks.


 Pedest rian  crossings where 


a  new t ransit  way seve rs


exist ing  pedest rian  access


w ith no  m ore than


0.3 miles betw een 


crossings.


Major Urban  St ree t   Class 2 b ike  lanes  Cont inuous sidewalks o r


pathw ays2, bo th  sides o f


the  st ree t  w ith  marked 


crosswa lks a t  t ra ffic


con t ro lled  in te rsect ions.


 ADA compliant bus stop


land ings for existing and 


p lanned  t ransit  se rvice .
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Appro priate  Bicycle  and Pe de strian Acco m m o datio n Me asure s1

Co nte xt/Facility Type  Bicycle  Me asure s Pe de strian Me asure s


Urban  Collecto r St ree t  

(design  speed  >35 mph) 

 Class 2 b ike  lanes  Cont inuous sidewalks o r


pathw ays2, bo th  sides o f


the  st ree t  w ith  marked 


crosswa lks a t  t ra ffic


con t ro lled  in te rsect ions.


 ADA compliant bus stop


land ings for existing and 


p lanned  t ransit  se rvice .


Urban  Collecto r St ree t  

(design  speed  ≤ 35 mph)  

 Shared  roadway. Where  p lanned  

average  da ily motor veh icle  

t ra ffic exceeds 6,500, the  ou t side  

travel lane should be a t least 

14 fee t  w ide . 

 Cont inuous sidewalks o r


pathw ays2 bo th  sides o f the 


st ree t .


 ADA compliant bus stop


land ings for existing and 


p lanned  t ransit  se rvice .


Urban  Local St ree t   Shared  roadway  Cont inuous sidewalks o r


pathw ays2 bo th  sides o f the 


st ree t .


 ADA compliant bus stop


land ings for existing and 


p lanned  t ransit  se rvice .


Rura l Highway  Minimum 8-foo t  paved  shou lde r  ADA com pliant bus stop


land ings fo r existing bus


stops.


Rura l Co llecto r Road  Minimum 8-foo t  paved  shou lde r  Not  requ ired  with  no 


fron t ing  uses.


 Paved  o r g raded  wa lkway


consisten t  with  community


cha racte r on  st ree ts with 


fron t ing  uses.


 ADA com pliant bus stop


land ings fo r existing bus


stops.


Rura l Loca l Road 

 

 Minimum 6-foo t  paved  shou lde r  Not  requ ired  with  85 th

percen t ile  speeds ≤ 25 mph.


 Paved  o r g raded  wa lkway


consisten t  with  community


cha racte r on  st ree ts with 


fron t ing  uses and  85 th

percen t ile  speeds > 25 mph .


 ADA com pliant bus stop


landings for existing bus


stops.

1 Applica t ion  o f these  accommoda t ion  measures is sub ject  to  sound  p lann ing  and  eng inee ring  judgment  to 


ensure  the  facility is reasonab le  and  appropria te  with in  the  land  use  and  t ransporta t ion  con text  o f the 


overall project.


2 U npaved pathw ays of decomposed  g ran it e  o r o the r su it ab le  ma te ria l tha t  a re  se t  back from the  roadway


where  feasib le  would  be  conside red  appropria te  on ly on  roads se rving  a reas tha t  a re  ru ra l in  na tu re .
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Where  a  loca l ju risd ict ion  has a  b icycle  o r pedest rian  maste r p lan  adop ted  by the  city council o r


Board  o f Supervisors and  approved  by SANDAG, the  loca l agency may use  tha t  p lan  to  de te rmine 


the  appropria te  means of accommoda t ing  b icyclist s and  pedest rians in  a  g iven  p ro ject  and  a t  a

min imum provide  the  facilit ie s ca lled  fo r in the  p lan . These  p lans must  be  upda ted  and  approved  no 


less than  every five  years to  qua lify as a means o f sa t isfying  th is p rovision .


Be st  Available  Standards. All b icycle  facilit ie s must  be  designed  to  the  standards established in

the  Ca lifo rn ia  Highway Design  Manua l, Chap te r 1000. Bicycle pa rking  facilit ie s shou ld  conform to 


the  gu ide lines e stab lished  in  the  Regiona l Bicycle Plan  adopted  by SANDAG. Shared  roadways on 


co llecto r st ree t s shou ld  have  a  curb  lane  o r curb  lane  p lus shoulde r tha t  measures a t  least  14 fee t .


Where  pa ra lle l pa rking  is in p lace , conside ra t ion  shou ld  be  g iven  to  insta lling  the  sha red  lane 


pavement  marker. All sidewalks must  be  designed  consisten t  w ith  the  design  standards e stab lished


in the  AASHTO Guide  fo r the  Plann ing , Design , and  Opera t ion  o f Pedest rian  Facilit ie s, the 


Department  o f Sta te  Arch itect ’s Ca lifo rn ia  Access Compliance  Refe rence  Manua l, and  the 


U.S. Department  o f Transporta t ions ADA Accessib ility Guide lines fo r Bu ild ings and  Facilit ie s


(ADAAG). Consistency with  the  design  recommenda t ions in  SANDAG’s Plann ing  and  Design ing  for


Pedest rians is encouraged .


Bicycle  and Pede strian Acco mm o datio n in Reco nstructio n Pro je cts . St ree t  and  road 


reconst ruct ion  is the  t ime  to  re -eva lua te  the  funct ion  o f a  road  and  it s con text , and  to  rea lloca te 


the  righ t -o f-way if appropria te  to  mee t  the  needs o f b icyclist s and  pedest rians. An agency is no t 


requ ired  to  acqu ire  add it iona l righ t  o f way to  improve  b icycle  and  pedest rian  access. However, the 


agency shou ld  conside r reduced  motor veh icle  lanes and  lane  wid ths, and  reduced  median  wid ths as

a  means o f p rovid ing  the  appropria te  b icycle  o r pedest rian  facility. While  such  an  eva lua t ion  is

recommended  fo r reconst ruct ion  p ro ject s o f any size , compliance  with  these  gu ide lines is requ ired 


fo r “major”  reconst ruct ion  p ro ject s mee t ing  the  de fin it ions e stab lished  under Ru le  18 of SANDAG

Board  Po licy No . 031 regard ing  the  gu ide lines fo r implement ing  the  “70/30”  requ irement .


Whe n Pro vis io ns fo r Bicyclists  and Pe de strians Acco m m o datio n May Be Exclude d.

Sect ion  4(E)(3) is based  on  the  p remise  tha t  pedest rians and  b icyclist s need  sa fe  and  conven ien t 


access to  the  same  dest ina t ions a s o the r use rs o f the  pub lic righ t  of way. Consequen t ly, those 


port ions o f the  t ransporta t ion  ne twork where  pedest rians and  b icyclist s need  no t  be 


accommoda ted  a re  the  excep t ion , and  the  decision  no t  to  provide  fo r them in  a  const ruct ion  or


ma jor reconst ruct ion  p ro ject  must  be  made  by the  re sponsib le  agency fo r good  cause  such  as seve re 


topograph ic o r b io log ica l const ra in ts. Any impact s on  the  roadway’s motor veh icle  capacity tha t 


re su lt  from provid ing  for pedest rian  and  b icycle  access would  no t , in  themse lves, just ify exclud ing


b icycle  and  pedest rian  facilit ie s. However, these  impacts and  their m itigation costs shou ld  be 


conside red  in  de te rmin ing  if the  cost  o f p rovid ing  the  facilit ie s is d isp roport iona te  to  the  p robab le 


use .


This p rovision  on ly requ ire s an  agency to  p rovide  appropria te  b icycle  o r pedest rian  facilit ie s tha t  a re 


with in  the  const ruct ion  o r reconst ruct ion  a rea  of the  p ro ject . Conside ra t ion  o f the  p rovision  o f


sidewalks a s pa rt  o f ma jor rehab ilit a t ion  roadway pro ject s involving  on ly new pavement  overlays o f


1-inch  th ickness or g rea te r (see  Rule  18 under Board  Po licy 031) on  st ree t s where  sidewa lks do  no t 


cu rren t ly exist  would  on ly be  requ ired  if cu rb , gu t t e r, and  re la ted  d ra inage  facilit ie s were  a lready in

p lace .
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The  cost  o f p rovid ing  for b icycle  and  pedest rian  access can  va ry sign ifican t ly re la t ive  to  the  overa ll


p ro ject  cost . For th is reason , specifying  a  p roport iona l o r absolu te  limit  on  spend ing  for b icycle  o r


pedest rian  improvements re la t ive  to  p robab le  use  would  n o t a llow the  kind  o f discretion necessary


to  make  a  sign ifican t  investment  in  facilit ie s when  necessa ry, o r to  withhold  an  investment  when 


the  benefit s a re  marg ina l. There fo re , the  decision  to  exclude  accommoda t ions fo r b icyclist  and 


pedest rians must  be  a  po licy-leve l decision  made  by the  Board  o r city council based  on  the  body of


in fo rmat ion  abou t  con text , cost , and  p robab le  use  ava ilab le  a t  the  t ime . Such  a  decision  must  be 


made  in  the  pub lic hea ring  requ ired  by Sect ion  5(A) o f the  Ord inance .


Pedest rian  Access. Sidewalks o r o ther wa lkways may be  excluded  from a  p ro ject  when  it  can  be 


demonst ra ted  tha t  the re  a re  no  uses (includ ing  bus stops) tha t  would  crea te  demand  fo r pedest rian 


access. In  making  th is de te rmina t ion , the  agency must  conside r the  po ten t ia l fo r fu tu re  demand 


with in  the  use fu l life  o f the  p ro ject . Access to  and  from pub lic t ransit , includ ing  crossing


improvements, a lso  must  be  considered  and  accommoda ted  where  the re  is exist ing  o r p lanned 


t ransit  se rvice .


Bicycle Access. A new pro ject  o r ma jor reconst ruct ion  p ro ject  may no t  include  the  expected  b ikeway


t rea tment  when  a  su it ab le  pa ra lle l rou te  with  the  appropria te  accommodat ions exist s tha t  would 


requ ire  no  more  than  ¼-mile  to ta l ou t  o f d irect ion  t rave l.


Pro ce dure s fo r Excluding  Acco m m o datio ns fo r Pe de strians and Bicyclists  from  Pro je cts .

When an  agency de te rmines no t  to  include  b icycle  o r pedest rian  accommoda t ions in a p ro ject 


because  the  cost  o f do ing  so would  be  excessive ly d isp roport iona te  to  the  need  o r p robable  use , the 


agency must  include  a no t ice  o f tha t  decision  in the  no t ice  o f the  pub lic hea ring  requ ired  by

Sect ions 5(A) and  Sect ion  6 o f the  Ord inance . In submit t ing  the  p ro ject  to  SANDAG for inclusion  in

th e  TransNet  Program of Pro ject s a s pa rt  o f the  Reg iona l Transporta t ion  Improvement  Program


(RTIP) p rocess, the  agency must  no t ify SANDAG tha t  b icycle  and/o r pedest rian  facilit ie s, a s described


in  Tab le  1 o r in  it s b icycle  o r pedest rian  maste r p lan , will no t  be  included  in  the  p ro ject  a long  with 


writ t en  just ifica t ion  fo r tha t  decision . The  decision  and  just ifica t ion  is sub ject  to  review and


comment  by SANDAG through  the  Bicycle -Pedest rian  Working  Group , which  would  fo rward  its

comments to  the  SANDAG Transporta t ion  Commit tee . The  Independen t  Taxpayer Oversigh t 


Commit tee  a lso  would  review and  comment  on  such  p ro ject s a s pa rt  o f it s ro le  in  the  RTIP p rocess.


The  Transporta t ion  Commit tee  in  approving  the  TransNe t  Program of Pro ject s must  make  a  find ing


tha t  the  loca l decision  not  to  p rovide  b icycle  o r pedest rian  facilit ie s is consisten t  with  the  p rovisions


o f th is Ord inance  p rio r to  approving  the  p ro ject  fo r fund ing  under the  TransNe t  Program. If th is


consistency find ing  is no t  made , the  agency would  have  the  opportun ity to  revise  its fund


p rogramming  request  for conside ra t ion  in a fu tu re  RTIP amendment .


Effe ct ive  Im ple m e ntatio n. This ru le  will be  e ffect ive  fo r p ro ject s added  to  the  TransNe t  Program


of Pro ject s subsequen t  to  the ir adopt ion  by the  SANDAG Board  o f Directo rs. With in  th ree  yea rs of


the ir adop t ion , the  ru le  will be  re -eva lua ted  by SANDAG to  ensure  they a re  e ffect ive ly encourag ing 


p rovision  o f a ba lance  t ransporta t ion  ne twork withou t  imposing  an  excessive  cost  burden  on


p ro ject s funded  under the  p rogram.
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Rule #22: TransNe t  Exte nsio n Ordinance  Mainte nance  o f  Effo rt (MOE) base  le ve l


im ple m e ntatio n g uide line s


Ado ptio n Date : March  28, 2008


Te xt: Sect ion  8 o f the  Extension  Ord inance  p rovides guide lines rega rd ing  the  MOE base 


leve l ca lcu la t ion  and  implementa t ion . 

 Sect ion  8 o f the  Extension  Ord inance  st a te s the  in tended  purpose  o f the  MOE

requ irement  is to  ensure  tha t  revenues p rovided  from TransNe t  be  used  to 


augment , no t  supp lan t , exist ing  loca l revenue . Some flexib ility in  accoun t ing  fo r


sp ikes in  expend itu res would  be  consisten t  w ith  the  in ten t  o f ensuring  tha t  the 


loca l agencies do  no t  supp lan t  loca l funds with  TransNe t  funds. Therefore , one -

t ime  expend itu res tha t  were  a re su lt  o f “banking”  genera l fund  monies and


subsequen t ly expend ing  those  funds during  the  base  pe riod  Fisca l Years 2001 –

2003 may be  iso la ted  and  removed  so  tha t  the  MOE is rep resen ta t ive  of a  normal


annua l spend ing  leve l, sub ject  to  review by the  ITOC and  approva l by the  Board  o f


Directo rs.


 In  add it ion , the  language  in  Sect ion  8 o f the  Extension  Ord inance  sta te s the  MOE

will be  de te rmined  on  the  basis o f “d iscre t ionary funds expended  fo r st ree t  and 


road  purposes…as was reported  in the  Sta te  Con t ro lle r’s Annua l Report  o f


Financia l Transact ions fo r St ree ts and  Roads.”  The  Extension  Ord inance  a lso  st a te s


“ the  MOE a lso  sha ll app ly to  any loca l agency d iscre t iona ry funds be ing  used  fo r


the  o the r purposes specified  under Sect ion  4.”  Based  on  th is language , the  MOE

leve ls a re  to  be  e stab lished  separa te ly fo r each  ca tegory in Sect ion  4 o f the 


Ord inance : ma jor h ighway and  t ransit  congest ion  re lie f p ro ject s; t ransit  p rograms


to  support  sen io rs and  d isab led  pe rsons; specia lized  t ransporta t ion  se rvices fo r


sen io rs; month ly t ransit  passes fo r sen io rs, d isab led , and  you th  ride rs; t ransit 


ope ra t ions; loca l st ree ts and  roads; hab ita t -re la ted  mit iga t ion  cost s o f loca l


t ransporta t ion  p ro ject s; and  the  smart  g rowth  incen t ive  p rogram. The  annua l


aud it s o f the  MOE expend itu re  requ irement  will report  the  expend itu res fo r each


o f these  sepa ra te  ca tegorie s.


Rule  #23: Applicatio n o f  TransNet Exte nsio n Ordinance  Re g io nal Transpo rtatio n

Co ng e st io n Im pro ve m e nt  Prog ram  (RTCIP) Re q u irem e nts


Ado ptio n Date : July 10, 2009


Am e ndm e nt:  Am e nde d January 22, 2010, and No ve m be r 19, 2010


A. Sect ion  9 o f Ord inance  04-01 p rovides tha t  st a rt ing  on  Ju ly 1, 2008, each 


loca l agency in  the  San  Diego  reg ion  sha ll con t ribu te  $2,000 in  exact ions


from the  p riva te  secto r, fo r each  newly const ructed  re sident ia l housing  un it 


in  tha t  ju risd ict ion  to  the  RTCIP. Each  agency is requ ired  to  e stab lish  it s own


co llect ion  p rogram, known as it s RTCIP Fund ing  Program. Each  ju risd ict ion  is

requ ired  to  e ithe r e stab lish  a  new Fund  fo r the  RTCIP o r to  se t  up  accoun ts


specific to  the  RTCIP fo r t racking  purposes. In te rest  ea rned  on  RTCIP

revenues rece ived  by the  ju risd ict ion  must  be  a lloca ted  to  the  RTCIP Fund.
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B. Local agencies, SANDAG sta ff, h ired  aud ito rs, and  the  Independen t 


Taxpayers Oversight  Commit tee  (ITOC) a re  sub ject  to  the  t ime lines se t  fo rth 


in  Rule  #17, Sect ion  I (Fisca l and  Compliance  Audit  Procedures) in  th is Board 


Po licy, Ord inance  04-01, and  the  a t tachment  to  Ord inance  04-01 en t it led 


“REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION CONGESTION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM”

(RTCIP At tachment ). Sect ion  9 o f Ord inance  04-01 sta te s tha t  any loca l


agency tha t  does no t  p rovide  it s “ fu ll”  RTCIP con t ribu t ion  in  a  g iven  fisca l


yea r will no t  be  e lig ib le  t o  rece ive  fund ing  fo r loca l st ree t s and  roads fo r the 


immedia te ly fo llowing  fisca l yea r. It  fu rthe r provides tha t  any fund ing  not 


a lloca ted  under 4(D)(1) as a  re su lt  o f th is requ irement  sha ll be  rea lloca ted  to 


the  remain ing  loca l agencies tha t  a re  in  compliance  with  Sect ion  9. This Ru le 


#23 is in tended  to  p rovide  cla rifica t ion  rega rd ing  how th is language  will be 


implemented .


1. By June  30 o f each  yea r, which  is the  la st  day of SANDAG’s fisca l


year, each  loca l agency must  record  as revenue , the  fu ll amount  o f


each  RTCIP exact ion  due  fo r any new residen t ia l un it  sub ject  to  the 


RTCIP with in  it s ju risd ict ion . Th is means tha t  if the  RTCIP exact ion  is

no t  ye t  co llected , the  loca l agency shou ld  invo ice , bu t  does not  need 


to  co llect  a ll o f the  RTCIP exact ions due  in  a  g iven  fisca l yea r by

June  30. Each  loca l agency may choose  when  the  exact ion  is due , bu t 


in  no  even t  can  the  loca l agency a llow a  re siden t ia l un it  sub ject  to 


the  RTCIP to  be  occup ied  by a  re siden t  p rio r to  rece ip t  o f the  RTCIP

e xa ct io n . The  loca l agency must  record  the  revenue  in  the  fisca l yea r


the  exact ion  is due  accord ing  to  it s Fund ing  Program or when  the 


revenue  is rece ived , whichever occurs first .


2. Sect ion  G(4) o f the  RTCIP At tachment  st a te s tha t  each  loca l agency


sha ll have  up  to , bu t  no  more  than  seven  yea rs a ft e r rece ip t  o f the 


revenue  to  expend  the  revenues on  Reg iona l Arte ria l System or


reg iona l t ransporta t ion  in frast ructu re  p ro ject s. To ensure  consistency


in implementa t ion , th is p rovision  sha ll mean  tha t  the  seven  yea r


t e rm sha ll beg in  on  the  Ju ly 1 fo llowing  the  da te  on  which  the  loca l


agency recorded  the  exact ion  as revenue  o r rece ived  the  revenue ,


whichever occurred  first . If it  is no t  spen t  with in  seven  yea rs it will be 


sub ject  to  the  rea lloca t ion  p rocess in Sect ion  G(4) o f the  RTCIP

At t a chm en t .


3. Pursuan t  to  Ord inance  09-01, which  amended  Ord inance  04-01, the 


aud it  report s fo r a ll RTCIP Fund ing  Programs a re  to  be  comple ted  by

June  of the  fisca l yea r immedia te ly fo llowing  the  end  o f the  fisca l


yea r be ing  aud ited . If during  the  aud it  p rocess it  is de te rmined  tha t  a 


loca l agency fa iled  to  co llect  the  fu ll amount  o f exact ions due  under


its Fund ing  Program, the  loca l agency may cure  the  de fect  by

record ing  the  amount  due  as an  accoun t  rece ivab le  fo r the  fisca l yea r


be ing  aud ited  and  avo id  losing  its TransNe t  fund ing . If the  loca l


agency has a lready closed  ou t  its books for the  fisca l yea r be ing


aud ited  by the  t ime  the  RTCIP aud it  d iscloses the  de fect , the  loca l


agency may record  the  revenue  and  cure  the  de fect  in  the  cu rren t  
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fisca l yea r in  o rde r to  avo id  losing  it s TransNe t  fund ing . The  seven  

yea r pe riod  d iscussed  in  Sect ion  B(2) o f th is Ru le  will commence  from


the  fisca l year in  which  the  revenue  is recorded  if th is la t t e r situa t ion


occurs.


4. The  fo llowing  excep t ions will be  pe rmit t ed  to  the  requ irement  tha t 


each  loca l agency record  as revenue , the  fu ll amount  o f each  RTCIP

exact ion  due  fo r any new resident ia l un it  sub ject  to  the  RTCIP with in 

its ju risd ict ion  by the  June  30 dead line . These  excep t ions a re 


pe rmissib le  because  the  purpose  o f the  RTCIP exact ions is to  mit iga te 


re siden t ia l t ra ffic impact s on  the  reg iona l t ransporta t ion 


in frast ructu re . If a  new un it  sub ject  to  the  RTCIP is no t  occup ied  th is


im pact does no t occur.


a.  If lit iga t ion , bankrup tcy, o r o the r simila r situa t ion  occurs tha t 


de lays occupa t ion  o f a new residen t ia l un it  pend ing 


reso lu t ion  by the  court s o r ano the r body assigned  to  re so lve 


the  d ispu te , and  the  loca l agency has invo iced , bu t  been 


unab le  to  co llect  amounts due  under it s Fund ing  Program,


the  loca l agency may de lay record ing  the  accoun t  rece ivab le 


un t il the  ou tcome  is known or the  un it  is occup ied ,


whichever occurs first . The  loca l agency sha ll p rovide 


documenta t ion  to  the  aud ito r e stab lish ing  lit iga t ion ,


bankrup tcy, e tc. has occurred  tha t  has p recluded  the  loca l


agency from co llect ing  the  exact ion .


b.  If a  loca l agency records an  RTCIP e xa ct io n  a s re venue  and


subsequen t ly de te rmines tha t  the  amount  is unco llect ib le 


(i.e., the  deve loper never comple tes the  p ro ject  o r goes


bankrup t ), the  loca l agency may writ e -o ff the  RTCIP exact ion


un t il such  t ime , if eve r, the  un it  is occup ied  and  sub ject  to 


the  RTCIP. The  loca l agency sha ll p rovide  documenta t ion  to 


the  aud ito r estab lish ing  tha t  the  writ e -o ff was just ified .


5. Due  to  the  t ime line  fo r comple t ion  of RTCIP aud it s, it  may be  up  to 


one  yea r a fte r the  fisca l yea r be ing  aud ited  has ended  be fore  ITOC

adopts a fina l report  tha t  includes a find ing  tha t  a loca l agency


fa iled  to  p rovide  the  fu ll amount  o f RTCIP exact ions due  under its

Funding Program. During  this in te rim aud it  pe riod , SANDAG will

make  the  payments due  to  loca l agencies fo r loca l st ree ts and  roads


pursuant  to  Sect ion  4(D)(1) o f Ord inance  04-01 in good  fa ith  by

presuming  tha t  the  aud it  will e stab lish  each  loca l agency is in

compliance . If, however, the  aud it  e stab lishes a  loca l agency d id  no t 


p rovide  it s fu ll mone ta ry con t ribu t ion  under the  RTCIP and  the  loca l


agency does no t  cu re  de fect s o f which  it was no t ified  by the  t ime  the 


aud it  is fina lized  and  adop ted  by the  ITOC, then  the  loca l agency will

have  fo rfe ited  it s Sect ion  4(D)(1) con t ribu t ion . Any amount  pa id  to 


the  loca l agency in  the  fisca l yea r fo llowing  the  yea r tha t  was the 


sub ject  o f the  aud it  w ill be  re t roact ive ly owed  to  the  Commission .


SANDAG will deduct  any such  amount , w ith  in terest a t  th e  m onthly


Local Agency Investment  Fund (LAIF) ra t e . This amount  will be 
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deducted  from the  loca l agency annua l a lloca t ion  during  the  next 


fisca l yea r in  which  the  loca l agency is e lig ib le  fo r Sect ion  4(D)(1)

fund ing . 

C. The  Board  has de te rmined  tha t  a  nursing  home, home  fo r the  aged , assist ed 


living  facility, o r simila r in st itu t iona l un it  (“ inst itu t iona l un it ” ) is no t  the  type 


o f un it  the  RTCIP was in tended  to  cover. Loca l agencies a re  no t  requ ired  to 


cha rge  fo r a new inst itu t iona l un it  fo r purposes o f compliance  with  the 


Ord inance’s RTCIP Fund ing  Program requ irements when the  loca l agency


documents tha t  it  has made  the  fo llowing  find ings p rio r to  issuance  o f a

fina l certificate o f occupancy: 

1. The  ind ividua l un it 1 will no t  have  both  a  ba th room and  pe rmanent 


bu ilt -in  kit chen  facilit ie s equ ipped  with  a cooking  range ,


re frige ra to r, and  sink; and  

2. The  p rincipa l reason  a pe rson  will live in the  un it  is because  the 


pe rson  needs medica l and /o r nursing  ca re ; and  

3. The  loca l agency has requ ired  tha t  the  deve lope r ag ree  tha t  the  un it 


in substance will be  used  as health  ca re  facility ra ther than  as a

residence .


D. Sect ion  G(2) o f the  TransNe t  EXTENSION REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION


CONGESTION IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM, as amended  on  July 24, 2009,


st a te s tha t  ‘each  ju risd ict ion  must  submit  it s Fund ing  Program documents,


includ ing  an  expend iture  p lan  and  financia l records pe rta in ing  to  its

Fund ing  Program, to  the  Independent  Taxpayer Oversigh t  Commit tee  fo r a

review and  aud it  by December 1 o f each  yea r beg inn ing  December 1, 2009.


 

__________
1

All re fe rences to  “un it”  in  these  crit e ria  a re  in t ende d  to  a pp ly to  an  ind ividua l living  un it , no t  t he  inst itu t iona l facility a s a 


whole .


Adopted : Februa ry, April, and  Ma y 1988; August  1989; March , Ju ly, a nd  Nove mber 1990; October 1992; Sep tem ber and 


Novem ber 2005


Amended : June  and  Decem ber 1990; Februa ry 1991; November 2005; December 2006; De cember 2007; Fe brua ry 2008;


March  2008; Sep tember 2008; Ju ly 2009; Ja nuary 2010; Nove mbe r 2010, Fe brua ry 2012
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At tachment  1

FY 1988 Base  Year Sta t ist ics


(fo r use  in TransNe t  Ord inance  Rule  #8)


Met ropo lit an  Transit  Deve lopment  Board  (MTS) Area 


Fund Source Opera to r/Se rvice 

Vehicle


Se rvice  Miles


    

    

Art icle  4.0 Chula  Vista  Transit    559,734 

 Na t iona l City Transit     276,303 

 Coun ty Transit  System:


Suburban  Service  

Rura l Bus 

Poway Fixed  Route  

  

 646,904


 170,953


 313,425


 

 San Diego Transit    10,473,323 

  San  Diego Tro lley   1,033,084 

 St rand  Express Agency   400,738 

 To ta l  13,874,464 

    

    

Article 8 County Transit  System:


Express Bus 

  

 189,276


 

 To ta l  189,276 

    

    

Art icle  4.0 Dia l-A-Ride  El Ca jon  Express   308,331 

 La Mesa Dia l-A-Ride    251,516 

 Lemon Grove  Dia l-A-Ride    62,090 

 Coun ty Transit  System:


Poway Dia l-A-Ride  

Poway Airporte r 

Spring  Va lley Dia l-A-Ride  

  

 23,030


 103,925


 73,298


 

 San  Diego  Transit  DART   309,370 

 To ta l  1,131,560 

    

    

Art icle  4.5 Chula  Vista  Handyt rans  128,807 

 Coun ty Transit  System – WHEELS   219,906 

 Na t iona l City Whee ls   15,159 

 Poway Ca ll-A-Ride    60,156 

 San Diego Dia l-A-Ride    1,149,541 

 To ta l  1,573,623 

    

  MTDB (MTS) Area  To ta l  16,768,923 
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North  Coun ty Transit  Dist rict 


Fund Source Opera to r/Se rvice 

Vehicle


Se rvice  Miles


    

    

Art icle  4.0 NCTD Fixed  Route    7,651,408 

 NCTD FAST   126,744 

 To ta l  7,778,152 

    

    

Art icle  4.5 NCTD Life line    386,680 

 To ta l  386,680 

    

  NSDCTDB (NCTD) Area  To ta l  8,164,832 

    

  REGIONAL TOTAL  24,933,755 
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TransNe t  Local St ree t  and  Road  Program


TransNe t  Ord inance  and  Expend itu re  Plan  Implementa t ion  Guide lines


June  23, 2006


The TransNet  Ord inance  requ ires tha t  a t  least  70 pe rcen t  of the  revenues p rovided  fo r loca l st ree t 


and  road  purposes shou ld  be  used  to  fund  d irect  expend itu res for facilit ie s con t ribu t ing  to 


congest ion  re lie f. No  more  than  30 pe rcen t  o f these  funds shou ld  be  used  fo r loca l st ree t  and  road 


main tenance  purposes. The  requ ired  mult i-yea r Reg iona l Transporta t ion  Improvement  Program


(RTIP) p ro ject  list s submit t ed  by loca l agencies tha t  a re  found  to  be  ou t  o f compliance  with  th is


requ irement  will no t  be  approved . Loca l agencies may request  an  excep t ion  to  th is requ irement  and


must  p rovide  just ifica t ion  fo r such  a  request  a s part  o f it s p ro ject  list  submit t a l. 

The  fo llowing  t ab le  ca tegorizes and  list s the  more  typ ica l types o f facilit ie s tha t  a re  conside red  to 


con t ribu te  to  congest ion  re lie f. For o the r facilit ie s no t  list ed , it must  be  demonst ra ted  tha t 


congest ion  re lie f can  be  ob ta ined  be fo re  the  p ro ject  can  be  conside red  pa rt  o f the  70 pe rcent 


Congest ion  Re lie f ca tegory. Main tenance  cost s of it ems list ed  in  the  70 pe rcen t  Congest ion  Re lie f


ca tegory a re  e lig ib le  under the  30 pe rcen t  ca tegory. Facilit ie s tha t  a re  no t  conside red  to  con t ribu te 


to  congest ion  re lie f (It ems 28-30) a re  e lig ib le  under the  30 pe rcen t  ca tegory.


Co ng e st io n Re lie f 

(at  le ast  70%) 

Mainte nance  and No n-Co ng e st io n Re lie f

(no  m o re  than 30%)


Ne w  o r Expande d Facilit ie s 

1. New roadways and  b ridges 

2. Roadway and  b ridge  widen ing  

3. Roadway widen ing  fo r b ike  lanes
  Lane  remova l fo r b ike  lane s


Majo r Re habilitat io n and Re co nstructio n 

4. Roadway rehab ilit a t ion  (g rind ing  and  ove rlay, o r


new st ructu ra l pavemen t , o r new overlay 1-inch 


th ick o r g rea te r)


 Pavement  ove rlay (le ss than  1 inch)


 Pot  ho le  repa ir, ch ip  sea l, fog  sea l, crack


sea l (excep t  when  pa rt  o f roadway


rehab ilit a t ion  p ro ject )


5. Roadway rea lignment 
  Roadway rea lignmen t  tha t  does no t 


increase  roadway capacity


6. Bridge  re t ro fit  o r rep lacemen t   Bridge  rep lacemen t  fo r aesthe t ic pu rposes


7. Roadway d ra inage  improvemen ts fo r the  pu rpose  

o f improving  capacity-imped ing  cond it ions such  a s 

sign ifican t  an d  frequen t  ro adway flood ing 


 Minor d ra inage  improvemen ts no t  pa rt  o f


a  congest ion  re lie f p ro ject 


8. New sidewa lk o r sidewa lk widen ing  

Traff ic Ope ratio ns  

9. Median  in sta lla t ion  fo r sa fe ty improvemen t  o r le ft - 

tu rn  movemen t  

 Stand  a lone  landscap ing  pro ject  o f an 


exist ing  med ian 


10.  New t ra ffic signa l, passive  pe rmissive  le ft  tu rn  

(PPLT) insta lla t ion , signa l re mova l fo r congest ion  

re lie f reasons, t ra ffic signa l upgrades, in t e rsect ion  

ligh t ing 


 Traffic signa l rep lacemen t , bu lb 


rep lacemen t , ha rdware , so ftware ,


induct ive  loop  repa ir


11.  Tra ffic signa l coord ina t ion  

12.  Tra ffic signa l in te rconnect ion  

Attachment  2
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Co ng e st io n Re lie f 

(at  le ast  70%) 

Mainte nance  and No n-Co ng e st io n Re lie f

(no  m o re  than 30%)


13.  Cent ra lly con t ro lled  t ra ffic signa l op t imiza t ion 


syste m


 

14.  Traffic su rve illance  o r de tect ion  system (video) 

15.  Traffic da ta  co llect ion  system fo r pe rfo rmance 


monito ring  purposes (in  pavement  de tect ion ,


rada r)


 

Sm art  Gro w th-Re late d Infrastructure * 

16.  Traffic ca lmin g  measure s 

17.  Pedest rian  ra mps 

18.  Pedest rian  t ra ffic signa l act iva t ion  

19.  Pedest rian  crossings/ove rcrossings 

20.  Buffe r a rea  b e tween  sidew a lk and  st ree t  

21.  Pedest rian  ro adway ligh t ing   Ligh t  bu lb  rep lacement 


Transit  Facilit ie s 

22.  New bus stop s 

23.  Bus stop  enhancements 

24.  Bus-on ly lanes  Bus-on ly lanes tha t  do  no t  p rovide 


congest ion  re lie f


25.  Queue  jumper lanes fo r buses 

26.  Traffic signa l p rio rity measures fo r buse s 

27.  Transit  ope ra t iona l cost s fo r shu t t le  and  circu la to r


rou te s


 

 No n-Co ng e s t io n Re lie f

 28.  Erosion  con t ro l (un le ss req u ired  a s pa rt  o f


a  congest ion  re lie f p ro ject )


 29.  Landscap ing  (un le ss requ ired  a s pa rt  o f a

congest ion  re lie f p ro ject )


 30.  Roadway sign ing  and  de linea t ion  (un le ss it 


is a  congest io n  re lie f p ro ject )


Note : Sta ff cost s for congest ion  re lie f p ro ject  deve lopment  (environmenta l, p re liminary


eng inee ring , design , righ t -o f-way acqu isit ion , and  const ruct ion  management ) a re  e lig ib le 


expend itu res under the  70 pe rcent  ca tegory. Sta ff cost s fo r t ransporta t ion  in frast ructu re 


ma in tenance  o r t ra ffic ope ra t ions e ffo rt s a re  e lig ib le  under the  30 percen t  ca tegory. Cost s for


genera l TransNe t  fund  admin ist ra t ion  and  t ransporta t ion  p lann ing  a re  e lig ib le  up  to  1 pe rcen t  o f


annua l revenues.


*To  rece ive  cred it  fo r p rovid ing  congest ion  re lie f under the  70 pe rcen t  ca tegory, smart  g rowth-

re la ted  in frast ructu re  must  be  p rovided  in  one  o f the  exist ing  o r p lanned  (no t  po ten t ia l) seven


Reg iona l Comprehensive  Plan  smart  g rowth  land  use  type  cha racte rist ic a reas: Met ropo lit an  Cen te r,


Urban  Cen te r, Town Cen te r, Community Cente r, Transit  Corridor, Specia l Use Cen te r, o r Rura l


Community. Smart  g rowth-re la ted  in frast ructure  bu ilt  ou tside  o f one  o f the  seven  types o f


cha racte rist ic a reas is e lig ib le  under the  30 pe rcen t  ca tegory.
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DOCKET SUPPORTING INFORMATION 
CITY OF SAN DIEGO

EQUAL OPPORTUNITY CONTRACTING PROGRAM EVALUATION 

DATE:
 

January 15, 2013

SUBJECT:   TransNet Local Street and Roads Program – 2012 Audit

GENERAL CONTRACT INFORMATION

 
Recommended Consultant:  Regional Transportation Congestion Improvement Program (RTCIP)

 
Amount of this Action:  $ 0.00 
 
Funding Source:   TransNet 
 
Goals:     N/A

SUBCONTRACTOR PARTICIPATION 

There  are  no  subcontractors  identified  at  this  time,  however,  staff will  evaluate  bidders’  compliance  with  

the SLBE goals achievement or submission of good faith effort documentation.  Failure to comply with 
mandatory goals or successfully submit their required Good Faith Efforts documentation will lead to a bids 
being rejected.

       

EQUAL EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY COMPLIANCE

 
Equal Opportunity: Not Required
 
This action does not authorize entering into any contract or agreement and, therefore, is not subject to the

City’s  Equal  Opportunity  Contracting  (San  Diego  Ordinance  No.  18173,  Section  22.2701  through  22.2708)

and to the Non-Discrimination in Contracting Ordinance (San Diego Municipal Code Sections 22.3501 
through 22.3517).

ADDITIONAL COMMENTS

 
Mandatory subcontracting goals for projects will be determined  in  accordance  to  the  City’s  SLBE  program

requirements and approved by Administration Department Director prior to advertisement.
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